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ABSTRACT . 

The concept "Jewish Poor" is defined simply as Jewish 
households (viz. households containing one or more persons defined as 
Jewish) whose total household cash income (1969, comparable to U.S. 
Census) was under 4000 dollars. The data were obtained from four 
sources: (1) analysis of "Jewish Poor" drawn from Los Angeles phase 
of National Jewish Population Study; (2) geographic analysis of 
Jewish Federation Council Passover List containing presumably 
low-income Jewish households, and geographic re-analysis of American 
Jewish Committee raw data of public aid recipients; (3) qualitative 
insights obtained by volumteer Beverly-Fairfax, California 
neighborhood survey and by earlier Menorah Housing Study street 
interviews; and, (4) U.S. Census data for selected areas- It is 
estimated that the number of Jewish poor persons in Los Angelas is 
slightly above 55,000. These Jewish poor reside in 30,000 households; 
institutional population is not separately considered in this study. 
In general, the Jewish poor reside in the pldec areas of the Jewish 
population settlement in Los Angeles. About one^half of Jewish poor 
households are located in such neighborhoods. But the remainder are 
scattered widely throughout the City and County. In large measure, 
the Jewish poor are "old-time" settlers-^of Los Angeles. 
(Author/JM) 
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A SuminaiT of Findings 

Fred Massarik 
Research Service Bureau 
Jevish Federation-Council of 
Greater Los Angeles 

Hov the data were obtained ; 

(1.) Analysis of "Jei^ish Poor" dravn from Los Angeles phase of National Jewish 
Population Study; 

(2.) Geographic analysis of JFC Passover List containing presumably low-Income 
Jewish households, and geographic re- analysis of American Jet-rlsh Committee 
raw data of public aid recipients; 

(3.) Qualitative insights obtained by volunteer Beverly- Fairfax neighborhood 
survey and by earlier Menorah Housing Study street inteanriewsj 

(h,) U^S. Census data for selected areas. 



'Caveats Practitioner*: (A) For the most part, (particularly In (l*), data 

were not collected specifically for a study of 
Jewish Poor; thus sample distribution and other 
technical aspects are not ideal (though probably 
adequate) in study of Jewish Poor. 

(b) In the present context, the concept Jewish Poor 
is defined simply as Jewish households (viz. 
households containing one or more persons 
defined as Jewish) whole total household cash 
income (1969^ coLiparable to U.S. Census) was 
tinder $l4-,000. There is no consideration in 
this definition of net worth, equity in home or 
any other assets, nor does the terra Jewish Poor 
Itself denote any particular condition of social 
need. » 
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I, many Je\^lsh Poor? 

It is estimated that the number of Jevish Poor persons in Los Angeles is slightly 
above 55,000. These Jevish Poor reside in some 30,000 households; {-institutional 
population is not separately considered in this study) , 

The follomng is the relevan.t household income distribution (Table l) 



Jevish households Je^^ish households 
survey data, ^ elim, 'no data, . 



L,A, County 
TO Census,^ 



mider $ h,(X)0 


13.8 


17.8 


k,000 - 5,999 


2.9 


3.7 


6,000 - 9,999 


9.8 


12.6 


10,000 - 13,999 


13.5 


I7.h 


lii,000 - 19,999 


12.0 


15.5 


20,000 " 29,999 


13.2 


17.0 


30,000^ up 


12.3 


15.9. 


no data/income 


22.6 


XX 




100.0** 


100.0 



11.7 
8.8 

23.3 
22.7 

•33*5 



100.0 



Mediaii Jewish household income, about $13,700 is some 25/^ above general L.A. County 
household income of $11,000. However, ve may note that the proportion of households 
in the Jewish population at either extreme of the income distribu;bion exceeds the 
proportion in the general L.A. County population. As will be seen later, the higher 
proportion of Jewish aged is, in part responsible to the relative disproportionality 
at the low end of the scale. 



The estimate of some 30,000 Jewish Poor households is derived as follor^s: 

estimated number of Jewish households, Los Angeles area: 172, 08I 

proportion, under $l^-,000, above: IT. 8^ 

estimate Jemsh Poor households (lT.8fo x 172^ O81) = 30,630 

The estimate of some 55,000 Jewish Poor persons is derived as follows: 

30,630 Jewish Poor households with an average (mean) household size of 
1.81 = 55,^^0 persons. 

Average household size of Jewish Poor is considerably smaller than (already signifi- 
cantly declined) average household size of total Jewish population. 



some missing data ('no data...') in this and subsequent tables maybe added in 
final revised tabulations, and results may be adjusted accordingly. 

^ percentages may not add to exactly 100.0 due to statistical rounding. 

XX 'no data' eliminated from distribution. 



II. What are the ages of the Jevish Poor? 
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The highest proportions (and number) of Jewish Poor are ^ 

(a) aged, 65 years old and up (22fo), (plus l6^ not reporting age, many of 
whom are presumed to be aged) 

(b) in late adulthood (but not aged), years old (30%) 

(c) teen-agers associated with parents in late adulthood (23^) 

There are fev Jewish Poor in the major productive years, 30-14-9 (less than 2fo) and 
few young children, 1^+ or under, in Jewish Poor households (2^) • 

Age data are shown in Table II: 

is Jevish Poor % 
larger (+) or smaller 
Total JeTd-sh (-) than total Jewish 
persons person ^? 

i 



Jewish Poor Jewish Poor 
persons persons 
% number 



under k 


.5 




1.6 


15 - 19 


22.7 


20 - 29 


5.7 


30 - 39 


.8 


ho - h9 


.5 


50 - 59 


25.3 


60 - 6h 


h.l 


65 - 7h 


10.3 


75, up 


12.1 


no data/age 


15.8 




100.0 



277 
887 
12,585 
3,160 

277 
1^4., 026 
2,606 
5,710 
6,708 
8.760 
55,i^^O 



2.k 




11.5 


mm 


11.0 


+ 


12. U 




8.2 




ik.O 


mm 


17.1 




7.0 




l.h 




k.o 




k.d 


+ 


100.0 





Jewish aged persons, mth reported ages 65 and up, number about 12,U0O. Including 
as aged - by way of adjusted estimate one-half of- those giving no age data - the 
corresponding figure increases to about l6,800. 

The middle- years, late adulthood group, 5O-6U, includes some l6,60O Jewish Poor 
persons, and the mid/late teen group (including some college students, no doubt) 
some 12,600. 



these numbers are not to be taken literally, of course, they are approximations 
and are shorn as basis for cotnputation. 
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III> VJhat is the household composition of the Jevish Poor? 

Almost onothird of Jemsh Poor households ( some 9*600) are one-person households • 
More than hOffo (l3,230) Involve arrangements of household heads living T-rith their 
children only (but lacking a spouse). Sorie ih^o (^,300) are couples (spouses only, 
no children in household) . The folloi-ring (Table III-A) provides the statistical 
comparison: 



household head lives . . , 



Jewish Poor 



total Jevish 
households jo 



is Jevish Poor ^ larger (+) 
or smaller (-) than total 
Jewish household ^0? 



alone 31. 22.8 + 

with children only 14.3.2 10.6 + 

vith spouse only lll-.l 33*5 

vith spouse and children 4.3 29.0 ■ 

vith relatives only 1.6 .7 + 

vith unrelated only 1.3 + 

all other . 2,1 

100.0 100.0 



The question as to the extent to i/aich Jevish Poor households are headed by females 
is explored in Table III-B; it is apparent that female household heads predominate 
significantly among the Jevish Poor: 



Jec^ish Poor 
female heads 

i 



total Jemsh 
households 
female heads 



is Jemsh Poor ^0 
larger (+) or smaller (-) 
than total Jevish 
household iol 



household head lives.. 



alone 


26.6 


of 


31M 


11.3 


of 


22.8 


+ 


with children only 




of 




9.1 


of 


10.6 


+ 


with spouse only 


.5 


of 


.11^. 1 


5.1 


of 


33.5 




with spouse & children 


.5 


of 




.3 


of 


29.0 


+ 


vith relatives only 


1.1 


of 


1.6 


.6 


of 


.7 


+ 


with unrelated/other 


X 






X 








all households 




of 


100.0 


26.5 


of 


100.0 


+ 



X insufficient data 
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IV, How rooted in Los Anf^eles g,re the Jewish Poor? 



In large measure, the Jewish Poor are 'old-time* settlers of Los Angeles. The fol- 
lowing brief Table IV-A supports this contention: 



Jewish Poor 
household 
heads, % 



total Jewish 
household 
heads, j 



is Jewish Poor ^ larger (+) or 
smaller (-) than total Jewish 
household %1 



came to 

Los Angeles,,. 



1929 or prior 



19.6 



+ 



1966 or latM- 



T.5 



ll^.O 



Further substantiation of the 'early- settler syndrom(^'is provided by the proportion, 
of Jewish Poor households in wliich 'some Yiddish' (broad definition!) is^ on occasion^ 
spoken 77«8^ in Jevrish Poor households vs, 1+9.7^ in Jewish households generally. 

The geographic pattern of settlement of Jewish Poor, with remnants of formerly- 
thriving Jerdsh neighborhoods still existing in now largely Chicano or Black areas 
(Boyle Heights, West Adams) provides additional evidence in this connection. 



V, Is 'rootedness' an economic asset? 

The fact that Jewish Poor tend to be well- rooted in Los Angeles serves in part to 
offset the direct negative econoiraic consequences of their current low income. Home 
ownership for instance, (inferentially with mortgages well paid down), is unexpect- 
edly high — nearly on par with total Jerdsh households, 5I vs. 52^- (This, incident- 
ally, compares to a general Los Angeles County-wide figure of some ^7^^) 

The homes in which Jewish Poor homeowners live are more modest than homes in the 
total Je\^ish population (median property value, estimate hy owner): $30^000 vs, 
$52, ifOO. (Both of these figures are considerably above the general Los Angeles 
County^wide figure of $2^4-, 300.) Thus, homeownership serves as an economic 'cushion' 
for a sizeable proportion of the Los Angeles Jewish Poor. 



^ 1930-1965 not sho-wn 
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TL* But i^hat about those ^7ho rent? 

Those vho rent, - some 15,000 Jevish Poor households, - pay a median rent of $125 
per month, contrasted vith a median rent figure of $195 in the total Jewish popu- 
lation. (The general Los Angeles County figure is $110*;) 

It is apparent that for Jewish Poor, rent represents an exceptionally high proportion 
of total cash income. Even assuming an annual income figure at the top of the range, 
at $U,000, vith annual rental cost amounting to $1,500, a minimum 37.5?^ of income is 
coTTimitted to housing expense. This contrasts -vjith some l8^ for the total Jevish pop- 
ulation. Thus, renij may be a problem for a sizeable group of Jevish Poor, absorbing 
a very large slice of their money income dollar. 



VII, Any -plans to move? 

Jevish Poor tend to stay put. Table VTI sho\7S the relevant figiires: 



no plans to move 
indicated^ 

no^.7 making definite 
plans to move 

plans to move 
within 1 yr. 

plans to move 1-5 yrs. 



(any moving plans) 



Jevish Poor 
households 

A 



93.5 
1.6 



3.8 
1.1 



100.0 
(6.5) 



Total Je-wlsh 
households 



82.3 
2.2 

5.6 
9.9 



100.0 
(IT.T) 



is Jewish Poor ^ larger (+) 
or smaller (-) than total 
Jevish household jal 



Age and old-time settlement no doubt are key factors related to this disinclination 
to move. 



* including 'don't know', 'no answer', etc. 
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VIII, To work or not to vork? 

The vast preponderance of Jei^ish Poor household heads are not in the labor force, nor 
are they looking for vork. They are^ for the ir,ost part^ retired or ill, or aged non- 
working housevives. Here is hov the picture looks in numbers (Table VIII-A): 

Jewish Poor Total O'ewish is Jewish Poor $ Larger 

household household (+) or sinaller (-) than 

heads ^ head.^ jo total Jevish household 

working . .:iT.3 . TO.U 

not -i^-orking 

ill, or otherwise 

unable to work ^3 •SI". 6.0 + 

retired 27.0 13.6 + 

non-'vjorking student 1,6 .h 

other non-working or 
no info, re work 

status 10.9 9.^ 

total non-working 82.7 29.6 + 

100.0 100. 0 



Even those Jewish Poor household heads who do work are gainfully employed fewer hours 
per week, and in less skilled occupations than household heads in the total Jewish 
population, see Table VIII-B: 



Jewirh Poor 
household 
heads - eicr 
ployed only 

l_ 



Total Jewish 

household 
heads - eiri'- 
plcyed only 

jo . 



is Jewish. Poor ^ larger 
(•^) or smaller, (r) than 
total Jewish household ^? 



working less than 

30 hrs./wk. 8.7 

managers/professionals 

('high status^ 12.^ 

s ervi c e/op erat i ve s , 
craftsmen/labor 
(aow status') k3.2 



11.8 



^ no total, figures not addit.ive 
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IX. What about the education level? 



The education level of Jevish Poor liouseliold heads, on the vhole, is low. The 
following excerpts fx'om n:ore detailed education data, ('highest grade attended') 
make the point; see Table IX: 



college grad, or 
beyond 

attended 6 - 9th 
grade only 

never attended 
school 



J ewi sh Poor 
householcl 
heads ^ 



3.3 
IT, 3 
2.7 



Total J ewish 
household 
heads jo 



37-1 
G.h 
.9 



is Jewish Poor larger 
(+) or smaller (-) than 
total Jewish household ^j? 



It is evident that, even for potential part-time employment on part of those poor 
who are not working now but who might, vork some time in the future, the education 
level does not bespeak an encouraging potential. Future on^ployment no doubt would 
be confined for the rrost part to low-skill occupations. 



X. Are Jewish Poor associated with temples and organizations? 
For the most part, they are not; r;ee Table X: 



belongs to Temple 

belongs to Jewish 
organization (s) 

belongs to general 
organization (s) 



Jev7ish Poor 
household 
heads ^ 

10.8 



16.8 



Total Jewish 
household 
heads ^ 

23.3 



29.6 



is Jewish Poor fa larger 
(+) or smaller (-) than 
total Jexrish household ^? 



8.2 



36.3 



In this context, one may wonder about the issue of ^'alienation". While temple and 
organization membership are not necessarily sure-fire antidotes to personal aliena- 
tioH;, it seems clear the Jewish Poor are aven more marginal to active involvement in 
the community's social/organizational stream than most other Jewish household heads • 
In Los Angeles even these manifest low levels of involvement,, further highlighting 
the remote, isolated status of the Los Angeles Jewish Poor,, 
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XI > Arp Jevish Poor aware of Joiyish corritnunity aprencles? 



By their very nature, Jevish community agencies vary in degree of vioibllity • . . 
those vith buildings, for instance, tend to be most visible. Stilly ormreness of 
agencies by Jewish Poor brings some surprises^ see Table XI: 



knows that there is . . . 

Jewish hospital 

Jewish home for aged 

Jewish center 

Jewish family service 

Jewish conminity rel. 
agency 

Jetzish child care agcy. 

Jewish vocational 
service 



JeT7ish 

Poor 

respond- 

ents i) 



77. 3 
31^.1 
2k.3 
17.3 

16.8 
Ih.l 

lk.6 



Total 
Je^-Tish 
respond- 
ents ^ 



66.6 

k9.h 
ho. 9 

37.1 
26.7 

23.6 



is Jewish 
Poor ij 
larger (+) 
or smaller 
(-) than total 
J. household 



rank: 
Jewish 
Poor 
respond- 
ents 



1 

3 
k 



5 
7 



ranlc: 
total 
Jer^ish 
respond- 
ents 



1 
2 

3 

if' 



5 
6 



The high rate of awareness of the hospital is, perhaps, not overly unexpected, the 
hospital is the only facility relatively better known by Jetri-sh Poor than by Jewish 
respondents at large. However, the home for the aged, which - in view of the Jewish 
Poor's older age pattern - miglit be assumed to be of special interest to them, though 
indeed in second place, sho^^s a comparatively lo\7 percent of awareness, especially 
when contrasted with the wide-spread awareness of this facility in the total Jewish 
population. 



The relative paucity. in awareness of many agencies is an additional bit of evidence 
suggesting the 'alienation' condition noted earlier. 
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XII > Where .aide the Je^d sh Poor? 

The QxiBver: in some identifiable Geographic areas, but also all over. 

In general, the Jevioh Poor reside in the older areas of Jewish popxilation settlement 
in Los Angeles. Something like one- half of Jeirish Poor households are located in 
such neighborhoods. But the remainder ore scattered videly throughout the City and 
County; (see 1/lap, page 13). 

A necessary technical note: Me may define a 'full-fledged Jevish Poverty Arca^ as 
one in vliich one or more percent of all presumably poor Jevish households are to be 
-^ound (according to both the American Jevish Committee, Index A, data and according 
to the Passover List^ Index B), and In uhich these proportions exceed the correspond- 
ing proportion of total Je"7ish households. Translation: areas in vhlch there appear 
to be _di spr oport ionat ely mjany and fairly substantial total numbers of Je^rish Poor. 
Still, 'full-fledged Jevish Poverty Areas' typically contain many other households 
Jevish and non-Jei-rish, vho ar^ not to be classified as 'poor'. 

Seventeen zip code areas (as marked - not rated - x in the Geographic Distribution, 
Table XIl) so qualify as 'full-fledged Jevish Poverty Areas'; they are part of the 
folloving larger areas: 

Westside - Central (viz. Beverly-Fairfax, etc.) 

Westside - South (viz. Wil shire-Fairfax, tovard West Adams^ etc.) 

Wilshlre Area 

McArthur Parle - Dovntovn Area 
East Hollyt^ood - Temple St. 
Central Hollyvood 
Parts of North Hollywood 
Parts of Van ITuys 
Parts of Reseda 
Boyle Heights 

Ocean Park- Venice does not technically qualify, and may be in process of^ change, and/ 
or may contain marginally-Jevish and otherwise hard-to-identify Jei^ish Poor. 

Major areas geographically identifiable, though containing some zip codes other than 
those denoted as 'full-fledged Jevish Poverty Areas', according to a rough arithmetic 
Mean Index derived from Indexes A and B, contain near 59^ of Jevish Poor, or some 
18,300 JeiTish Poor households of the estimated 3O,600. The more select 'full-fledged 
*irGt?ish Poverty Areas' overlapping vlth Areas just' noted, include about h2^p of the 
'je\7ish Poor (as against only about 12^ of all Jevish households), or 12,800 Jevish 
Poor households. 

•On this basis it Is apparent that the issUe of service 'delivery' to Je^jlsh Poor is 
'complex. It vill not" do to look exclusively at 'oSvious' neighborhood::, such as 
Beverly^Fairfax. Yet, reaching those Jcr-Tish Poor vho are videly-dlspersed {and often 
personally passive in search for various Jcinds of help) represents- one of the signif- 
icant challenges in this field of community plamiing. 
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Table XII: Geographic Distributio n: 



zip code area 
Wectside-Central: 
90036 X 



*West side-Horth : 
900li^ 
90069 



*Vfost side-South : 
90019 X 
90035 



'IJilshlre Area *: 
Highland-Hoover 
Helro3 e-9th 
900oirx 

90020 ■ 
90010 
90005 ^ 



Jovish Poverty Indexea- and Total Jovish Households 
Selected Zip Code Areas, Los Angeles 



Index A: 
fo of AJ 
Coiranlttee 
'aged poor' 
data (70^ 



3.2 
9.0 



12.2 



5.0 
.5 
5.5 



3.3 
2.9 



l.Y 

0 
0 
2.5 
U.2 



Index B: 
^3 of 

IPassover 
List 
(72) 



5.3 
12.9 
18.2 



10.5 
10.9 



2.5 
1^.3 

"53 



2.1 
.1 

0 
2.0 
U.2 



Jer^ish 
Poverty 
Mean 
Index 



15.2 



8.2 



6.5 



Estiniated 

Jevrish 

Poor 

households 



U7OO 



2500 



2C00 



Criterion : 
of total 
Jevish 
households 
KJPS data 



1.9 
5.0 

t:9 



12.7 
.5 

13.2 



2.2 

"?T5 



.3 

0 
0 

.4 



lf.2 



1300 



.7 



McArthur Park- 
Dovntown Area : 

90057 X 

90017 X 

90006 X 



1.9 
1.2 
1.5 



3.1 
1.0 
1.9 



5.7 



1700 



0 

0 
_o 

0 



East Hollywood- 
Tetnple St. 

90027 X 

90029 X 

90026 X 



Central Hollywood 
90028 X 



1.5 
1.5 
1.2 



2.1 




3.2 



1^.8 
2.7 



1500 



1000 



.5 
.1 

0 



.2 



* Area as a vhole does not qualify as 'full-fledged Jevish Poverty Area' by present 
definition as either or both of Indexes A and B do not exceed Criterion $ of total 
Q Jewish households, Kjpg data. Area is included because of large total numbers of 
Jewish Poor and/or for historical reasons. 
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GooRraphlc Distribution. (Con't.) ' 



zip code area 

Boyle Heights ; 
90033 X 

Parts of North 
Hol lywood; 

91^01 

91606 X 

916OT 



Part s of Van Htiys ; 
~9i^01 X 

Parts of Reseda ; 
91335 X 

Ocean Park- Venice: 
90UO5 
90291 



Index Aj_ 
^ of AJ 
Comnlttee 
•aged poor' 
data (70) 



2.2 



Total, ** 



1.2 

1.3 
.8 

3.3 



1.5 
2.0 



.5 

3.8 



51.8 



Ind ex B; 

^Tof 

Passover 

List 

(12) 



2.T 



.6 

i.h 
1.1 
3.1 



1.5 
1.1 



1.1 
1.5 



65.1+ 



Jewish P 
Poverty- 
Mean 
Index 



2.5 



3.2 

1.5 
1.6 



2.T 



Eoticated 

Jewish 

Poor 

households 



800 



58.8 



1000 
500 
500 

800 

18300 



Criterion ; 
^ of total 
Jerrf-sh 
households 
N.TPS data 



.2 



1.3 
.8 



.1 

6.2 

"1^ 



36.6 



figures on this line are not entirely internally consistent due to rounding 
differences , 



Svunmary; 'Full-fledged Jewish Poor Areas', (see 'x' In Geopyaphic Distribution ) 

est. Jewish 

Index A Index B Mean Index Poor households Criterion 



37.6 



1+6.0 



1*1.8 



12300 



11.9 
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